THE IMPACT OF MASS OPINION: CAUSAL INFERENCE AND EVIDENCE
Myles expresses concern that our study might generate a "surface debate [that] will focus on technical and statistical issues" and that does not address the theoretical substance of our argument. Yet he proceeds to offer specific methodological assertions, including the claim that "the underlying data structure is too weak to support 'tests' of fully specified complex causal models." Would Myles' subsequent replacement of the language of causal inference with the language of "correlation" be preferable in our study, or in other research? Comparative researchers and econometricians are by now cognizant of the probabilistic nature of causal inference, the inherent uncertainties in analysis of non-experimental data, and the small-N nature of datasets that can be assembled for cross-national scholarship. But this has not prevented scholars from using appropriate standards to develop nuanced causal inferences, and pushing theory and debate forward. We do not want to reify the gulf between "democratic theory" and political sociology. 
